Dear Sol, 3/6/90 

Dear friend of xay youth, Joe Labovsky, one of the developers of nylon and one of 
the world^s greatest experts in nylon plants, has kept after me to write the book of which 
you know. Originally, -*• misunderstood the kind of book he had in mind, What I wrote him 
did not satisfy him so, particularly because he feels so strongly about it, I've written 
him again and with added explanations. 

‘Huong other things, he does not recognise that the book he has in mind has been 
written by several others. If he realize): this, he then thinks that a similar book but 
recounting personal experiences and abuses, would be popular and successful. I don't 
think so but were I wrong it would not be asignificant as other writing would be. 

Pve given the latter possibility some thought iind I've come to realize that .the 
probabilities, for me, now, are negligible. Which is, heai_y , where I began -hvvb & 

I don't have the requisite energy now. * hope to get more of the lost energy bacg 
|but that has not yet begun to happen. The ^opkins caddiologist told me before and «g»Hn 
in a letter I got Saturday not to see the expert on my leg troubles until April, mean- 
ing until I've recovered more from the open-heart surgery, and I've written that expert 
asking fern to make an appointment and asking also that he see if he can get another 
appointment with me for the same day with tho opthalmalogist who removed the cataract. 

I want the latter to examine that eye again because I think that what they call a aem- 
brane has formed behind the artificial lens. They are removed in a matter of minutes 
by lasers. A friend had this done here only last week. But fhere is a remote ppssibility 
that the retina can become detached. S 0 ja,I want it tone, if it should be done, at Hop- 
kind because of that remote possibility. I' v e also written the opthalmalogist asking 
|for an appointment the same day. -from what my family doctor told me long ago, no surgical 
porrection of the troubles in the veins is possible. A nd, increasingly, they give me 
more trouble. As I do not go into with Joe. All these things do interfere also with my 
ability to concentrate, and to work. More, when A get wound up in what I'm writing and 
d0 no "k S**t up and walk around a bit, the circulation, meaning the return circulation, 
jis further impeded. Joe even offered to pay the cost of printing the book and he got the 
rabbi to agree to edit it.Duch loving, real friends! Both are a little older than I. 

My thinking has not stopped with what I am attempting in the enclosed letter to 
Ignatius, is the editor of the ^undcy Outlook section. My reference to possible con- 
flict comes from what £ do not articulate, how odd it is that the defector was turned 
over to him of all the Post"s many reporters and editors. My hunch is that the CIA is 
handling what the defector does or will be very interested in it or both. 

x no longer have an contacts in booi^ publishing and - never had any real contacts 
in Hollywood. x have one friend there to whom I will write and I'll you a copy. 

But the two books - m ntion do have real potential, as significant books and 
commercially. There are not many possibilities of angering and hurting the CIA andFBI 
more than they will. 

Much more complex but easier to describe is The King Conspiracies. I had formed 
some impressions in writing Piqme-Up, which is based entirely on public sources and whdxh 
I wrote 'without having been in Memphis. Then I became^iay' s investigators and got to Memphis 
and saw immediately that what I'd believed was more than possible J developed a theory 
on how the crime was committed and there it was, non? than possible, likely. Then when 
Jim Lesar and I exercised discovery and I located and interviewed witnesses I got the 
proof that was right. Dell, not quite that - the proof that a) tho crime could not have 
been pulled from where the official mythology says it was and b) that Hay could have not 
done it and was f famed by those who did as well as by all officials. Then I sued the 
DJ/ENI and got not only f urther confirmation-many witnesses I could not have gotten on 
my own, incl udin g to if how I believed it was done. /phis means also that the FBI and the 
prosecution knew thd truth yet proceeded with the lies they'd made up. More details than 
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can possibly be used ina book or movie. Hus what I failed to get/4 picture of but saw, 
alteration of the scene of the crime to make the official fabrication seem probably. I 
can't begin to tell you how redundant all the details are except who did the job and who 
was behind it. And on that there is a drunken confession that was taken to the FBI and 
it did nothing about. It implicates an FBI informer. So also do other FBI records impli- 
cate still afferent FBI informer. Well, the first one was reallyfiS working for DJ, in 
a very, very sensational case he won for it. How solid all oaf this is is hard to imagine. 
When Percy Foreman, the greatest criminal lawyer by reputation, represented Ray he also 
had all the leads necessary. We got them under discovery and I have copies, He threw the 
case, which is exactly whatiRay feared. In the course of checking him out - and I interject 
that after he read Frameup 'and agreed to be on a TV show in Hew York, flh»nn^ 5, he fled,^ 
literally, when he learned he would be confronting me. I found out that there was another 
defendant he had with a record similar to Ray's past, one part of it, smuggling dope from 
Canada. I've rushed too much. Ray admitted doing this and how he did it for someone else. 

I think he was being tested. The oth«T r guy had nothing to do with smuggling dope but 
the allegation gf how it was done perfectly duplicates what Ray did do. And Foreman 
threw his case and he was convicted. But he got a different lawyer and was acquitted on 
appeal. Foreman died after having been convicted in the H.L.Hunt case but the feds never 
did anything a£out his conviction.The inference is that they were indebted to him.^W 

I've wandered into some unessential color I thought might interest you. without 
question. Foreman was a very successful monster. He also threw a real fit once when he 
just thought of me before a lawyer who was also a friend, J-im Lesar. I'd done to him what 
nobody else ever had. 

“hile it is not and was not a purpose of the book, I'm taking about a book that 
will walk Ray. He, not Oswald, is a live defendant, c r UMu^_ {hi* * 

Before getting into Agent Oswald, a few explanations. My reaction to what was 
happening in Dallas was so strong that the very morning of the day Oswald was killed I 
told nil he was going to be killed. My reasoning was valid but #ot accurate. I missed 
as little as I could on TV and formed the opinion that it would not be possible to try 
Oswald or to use the alleged evidence against him. Then I sent the agent I then had a 
lead and summary of v/hat 1 believed that I can*t now say is covrrect. The topic sentence 
was, "Lee Harvey Oswald could not have been perso^ina non grata to the FBI. 2 

.% reasoning, as I explained it to HI that -Sunday when he had just finished our 
breakfast, always early on the farm, is tha t with everything that w as happening it 
seemed apparent that somebody was trying t make a trial impossible, 
that this meant they had to close Oswald's mouth and there is ionly one way to do that- 
kill him. 


As I e xamin ed Oswald and his career in what was all that was then available, the 
Warren Report and the 26 volumes of alleged evidence, I forme c^the opinion that his activi- 
ties in Hew Orleans was consistent only with what in intelligence is call ed establishing 
a cover. Jforton told me they'd be happy to publish the book and that it would be an 
important book if I wou<|d rewrite it around that. Meaning charge the government with 
killing JFK. I refused and that is what decided me to go ahead with the private printing. 
(Oddly, later Feltrinelli, who you may remember, urged me to write a J'Acus and to cut and 
slash in doing it. I refused that also.) 


What was entirely misrepresented Officially is Oswald's politics. By working my 
way throug/i the Commission's staff i found that rather than being red he was an anti- 
communist. He called the Soviets "Fat, stinking politicians" and the American -tarty he 
said had "betrayed the working class. "And that it was a Russian stooge. More of this than 
i used in my first book. But you can see what was in my mind. 

The caller-in I refer to in my letter to Joe was when I was on the to^rated show 
on the Metromedia station in Oakland, the host a Harvard lawyer who'd never practised law. 


describing the Oswald of the, 
swala I was describing was not 
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In^what x do not say imlray latter to Ignatius, that Oswald was one of but five men in their 
radar outfit that had Crypto clearance. I'd never heard of tliat. But in checking it out 
I found it was what you'd expect, a high clearance that required a top secret clearance. 

confii^fttion d ? 0t g ° ne through in the Gonimission's 26 I found considerably 

confirmation, of all but the clearances. I got that by usife theback door because the 
iront one was closed# 

_ ^ young i4 ’ew York Marine who plater learned had gone through basic and advanced 

k i llGd hiElself at Gubi Philippines. That is the/Land pLt 

So n° Sy ’ Wh6re the ^ 113(1 1123 enormous installation^ One or 

th ® brines in the outfit gave the Commission lawyers the idea that Oswald 

had killed IS kid, Martin Schrand. But I found no Commission records reflecting any 
investigation, although the lawyer seemed interested enough. I got nowhere with FOIA 
request relating to Oswald so after a little time passed I made a FOIa request of the Wavy 
fr+^ hG '- GOUr !~ martl ^n 1 ?; nqUeSt 1111:0 SchEsnd ' s d «ath. .aid got it. He and Oswald both worked 

S "olraS^s! 3 " 1 ’ ^ 156611 rem ° Ved fr0B the deck of the that was part 

t I tr0ngb ^’ The Gonumssion knew of the operation but did nothing at all 

t ’, ^- L Way * It 13 alS ° did the ^ 311(1 CIa ^ nothing od which I've 

en any indication. Strongback was, I believe, one of the operations against £ukarno. 

- . . 0s ‘ ;ald 113(1 t0 P secret 311(1 crypto clearances and there is no official record 
of it. His service record at headquarters reflected no security clearances, although he 
got out ox basic training with a confidential clearance. Here you have the accused assassin 
f 3 P ^ e3ident y®t and he had such clearances and the agencies do not./inform the Presi- 
dential Coppission and it had all the leads it needed and nothing come^ut. 

hi ? u a0tiV °r duty career in th ® brines Oswald had no assignment that was not 
^ ld \ froirl ^ assignment to atsugi Field, in J.^pan, which was 
used not only by the Cla^but by it with the li-2 planes, all the rest is on his service 
record as maneuvers. That is the word used. 

How what did Nosenko tell the FBI that got the OIa to trtfat him as few men have 
ever been mistreated and consider ways of killing him? Until the Cl a got the FBI's 

r g Ports of its interviews of Nosenko it was treating him in a princely fashion. This changed 
as soon as it got those reports. 

: He said tliat the KGB suspected that Oswald was an agent in place, also known as 

a sle per agent, that it wanted him to leave when his toursJLt visa expired and thought 
■t ? a< f , l ? nd t l lat When learned that he had been allowed to stay after attempting suicide 
it had him^ under surveillance in tlinsk. (The OIa almost guaranteed that State would not 
make a serious request for the USSR's. records on Oswald by what it drafted to be asked 
01 . 311(1 as a result those things were never req uested.) In Minsk Oswald was openly 
anti-Soviet. So, who had people working £ea*-4t for US intelligence in the USSR? How 
many agencies could have? 

„ , CIA h^ed the Commission out of even ticking to Nosenko. Helios in particular.^ 

lhe alleged reason is that his bona fides had not been established. By# that time they had 
him in a dur ance so vile, could not tell whether it was day or night, had nothing to 
reacTTYiHH even swept up the dist when he tried to make a calendar from dust, awful things 
_. d ° not M'o into now, lasting for three yea rs. That their bona fides had not been estab- 
lished is true of most oi the people the Commission spoke to and besides, that was the. 
job of the Commission, fyot the Clq-, with regard to Commission witnesses. So also is 
crediting or not crediting testimony. Or using it ai all. The Cl# cooked up the story 
that Nosenko was .a "dispatched agent," or one who was sent with a specific mission- to 
disinform about JFK assassination. First, this suggests that the tfSSR was behind it 
and second it means that there was a need to misinform, to mislead the CCmission. Both 
are faise. So also was^hy need even if the USSR had had a motive for disinforming. The 
olficial story had been leaked and extensively and widely publicized and it was known from 

^ S + ? ef ? re 1 J :he Go ™>ission held its first hearing that the solution was a lone nut. I've 
got the leaking solid, by the way, with copies. V Pad hif*. 



I refer to a right-wing writer who'd asked the FBI for Kosenko information, lie is 
the late Hike Booney, who 1 knew when he was an editor of the old Saturday homing Post. 

(Tf)e FBI did address me as Michel Ai ooney and as Mr. Mooney and I wrote Moschella don't you 
daeecall me a Moonie.") These records from the FBI make it apparent that from the moment 
Kosenko appeared at the CIA* s Switaerland operation to defect it cooked up a series of 
ghony reasons not to let him defect. They were cooked up in such haste that on the face 
they could not be credited. ^he one to the Warren Commission was still another v and the one 
to the House assassinations committe - ’ e was still another, ,-f-f S~ o [j i/lu uJ /y ill v W/ a W 

There is much more and there is considerable detail but can you put this all 
together as X have not and see the potential , the meaningfj? Which is not to even suggest 
suspicions that can be justified. It was the crime of the century, this was the onjy 
As sassin in the official version and this is the man he was, with the background so care- 
fully buried/ avoided/misrepresented. With the Bn I and CIA lusty participant. And with them 
, «till suppressing the evidence 1 have no tu found in bits and pieces. 

v" 11116 ^o^ission even had a number that was said to be an FBI number when he was 
k ’v\'rf ald id' tiave-beea^working for the FBI but the Oswald number the Commission had and asked 
questions about A could not have been an FBI number but is entirely consistent with the 
s' CIA's numbering. Where number identifications replace names. 

Even in his youth Oswald lomgeni/ to be a spy. He wrote identical letters to the 
C? and $P the same day when he was 16 and in those days his favorite TV show was thuil- 
brick's I Led Htree Lives. He saw even the reruns. His favorite book was The pfnimal £arm. 

He got Communist literature openly in the mail as a %rine and that caused no trouble for 
him. He learned Hus si an ^a^M^ine, nobody knows how from any existing records. He got a 
f raudulentfIiseharge A and was 'not prosecuted on his return. He spent three unaccounted- 
for day* in an apartment in Hotterdam awaiting his ship. How do you think this young mnn 
w?ho had to borrow the money for passage from the State Department arranged in advance or 
arranged even to pay for a Hotterdam apartment? «nd what he wrote of his life and ob- 
servations in the U SSR is the kind of information the spookferies want about the factory 
in which he worked. (He wrote quite a bit. I've not read it all but I made a file of 

duplicate copies of all I spotted.) and what kind of j/red" or "marxist" is it who, when 

he is arrested, as Oswald was in Hew Orleans, de*%ids to be interviewed by the FBI? 

Whose interviewing agent said that is natural, they all do it. and the Commission 
accepted tliat. 

I've been sitting and typing too much for one eay so I '41 knock off and read and 
correct it tomorrow. 

And as I've also just realized, if not for the first time, I can't take contro- 
versy and excitement as I once did. I felt too excited after getting to thiw point. 

Edgy, too, jittery. When this happens I can't think or concentrate well. 

I don t know that you can make any suggestions. I'll welcome any you can. I'm giving 

you a hasty, disorganized indication of what j- believe can be two of the important books 
yet to come ( from my work and files, agent Oswald, in the sense was he, would be easier to 
do but Iban t turn out publishable copy now, I fear. It would require less file searching 
in part boause there is less add in part because some is at hand in my office. In thinking 
dbout this, don't overlook the possibility it was OKI rather than CIA. "The King Conspiracies? 
is a writer's dream. First he analyzes and then he investigates and then he sues the" FBI 
and gets the documentary proof that they phonied up a case and their suppressed proof 
that it happened exactly the way he ' d doped out and then proven privately.^ Aside from the — 
significant content, it would make on£ helluva first— person book! Can you imagine what I 
could have done if I'd had means or any support at ail? and thin^ about what this means, with 
the^JFK assassination in effect a coup d'etat and of King's position and influence and the 
chageu direction ol his efforts, for all the country's poor people, and hcs coming out 
against the Vietnam war . They were not by the same assassins but they ssjerved the same in- 
terests, as did Bobby's assassination. Ip haste, and with our best, ^ 2 >uk Hmj - fU. 
f r Du OIM f ' r T k u/fli U*. C h /TW A uM (nc 
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